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BeforeHOLLAND, BERGER andJACOBS, Justices.

ORDER

This 18" day of February 2010, it appears to the Court that

(1) The plaintiff/fappellant, Parallel Technolody,C (“Parallel”),
has petitioned this Court, pursuant to Supreme Ruie 42 (“Rule 42”), to
appeal from the Court of Chancery's January 1902@dnial of Parallel’s
motions for a temporary restraining order and fqeslited proceedings. By
order dated February 12, 2010, the Court of Chandenied Parallel's
application for certification on the basis that theerlocutory appeal would

be futile.



(2) Applications for interlocutory review are addsed to the
sound discretion of this Court and are granted oy exceptional
circumstances. We have examined the Court of AmgiscJanuary 19,
2010 ruling according to the criteria set fortrRole 42 and have concluded
that exceptional circumstances as would merit wewé the ruling do not
exist in this case.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the
interlocutory appeal is REFUSED.

BY THE COURT:

/sl Carolyn Berger
Justice




